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PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW REASONS 

Dear Sir 

Responsive to Final Office Action mailed on September 25, 2006, the Applicants respectftlly 
request a Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review for the following reasons. 
Qaims 4-6 and 12-29 are pending in the present application. 

Claims 4-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § lQ2(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
6,721,269 of Cao et al. ("Cao"). 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by Cao. Specifically, the 
Exaxniner states that: 
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Regarding claim 4, Cao discloses a miilti-protocol label 
switching (MPLS) system protection switch comprising: 

a first data input port into which MPLS data is received 
from a data source (the data source connected to LSRS not 
shown in figure 1); 

a first data output port from which MPLS data is sent to 
a second MPLS switching system comprising an MPLS working 
path (path S-A-B-E, see claim 1 and col. 6 lines 12-23); 

a second data ou^ut port from which MPLS data is sent 
to a third MPLS switching system comprising an MPLS 
protection path (path S-C-D-E. see claim 1 and coL 6 line 12- 



a second data input port adapted to connect to a path that 
follows the MPLS working path for receiving failure 
notifications; 

whereby data received at the data it^ut port from the 
data source can be selectively routed from the second MPLS 
switching system to the third MPLS switching system by a node 
at an origin of both the MPLS working path and the MPLS 
protection path and upstream to the failure (the source and sink 
routers along the path having both working and protection paths 
and each router acts as an origin of both the MPLS working and 
protection path, see figure I and coL 3 lines 35-57; and a failure 
is propagates to the source and sink routers, where the source 
node upstream to the failure, see col. 3 lines 23-41). 



The above reference is from the Final Office Action mailed on September 25, 2006. pp. 3^. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner has failed to point out in Cao the limitation 
in Qaim4 of a second data input p ort for receiving a failure notification associated with a failure and 
selectively routing data fix>m a second MPLS switching system (comprising an MPLS working path) to a 
third MPLS switching system (comprising an MPLS protection nathl bv a node at an origin of both the 
MPLS working path and the MPLS protection oath and upstream to the faUure . Throughout the 
specification, Cao teaches against s\^itching by a node at the origin of both the working and protection 
paths and upstream to the failure, Cao discloses that "a router in accordance with the principles of the 
present invention eiqploys explicit routing protocols to establish a plurality of explicitly routed paths 
between source (entry) and sink (destination) routers ." (C^ao, col. 4, lines 4(M4) Furthermore, Cao 
discloses that the sink router selects one of these explicidy routed paths as the primary path and 



23); 
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communicates along that path. (Cao, col. 4, lines 4446) "HLthe primary path fails, the sink rooter 
switches to communications over the secondary path ." (Cao, coL 3, lines 40-42) 

Ftutheimoie, Cao discloses details on protection switching which occurs at the egress router. 
"During normal operation datagrams will flow through both the S-A-B-E and S-C-D-E ERLSPs, with the 
egress router, LSR E en^loying active protection switching to select one of the flows to pass through," 
(Cao, col. 10, lines 9-14) Should a fault occur in one of the links along the primary ERLSP, LSRs will 
detect the broken link through physical layer fault detection mechanisms. (Cao, col 10, lines 14-16) 
"mhe egress node, will detennine whether the failed ERLSP is protected ." (Cao, col 10, Imes 46^7) If 
it is protected, the LSR will change the protection status of the failed ERLSP from b 3to 0. (Cao, col. 10, 
lines 47-49) "Bv modifying the protection status, changingjbe protection status of the ERLSP from 
"backup" to "unprotected", the egress LSR completes the hardware nrotection switching, such as SONET 
protection switching, since the hardware protection switching relies upon the protection status of a given 
Imk to switch.'' (Cao, coL 10. lines 49-55) 

In the aboye arguments, underlined en5>hasis is added by the Applicants. For further arguments, 
please see the Applicants' July 13, 2006 Amendment, pp. 9-10. 

In contrast, Clmm 4 is limited to: 



4. A multi-protocol label switching (MPLS) system 
protection switch coniprisiJD^g: 

a first dau input port into which MPLS data is received 
from a data source; 

a first data output port from which MPLS data is sent to 
a second MPLS switching system comprising an MPLS working 
path; 

a second data output port from which MPLS data is sent 
to a third MPLS switching system comprising an MPLS 
protection path; and 

a jsecond data input port adapted to cormect to a path that 
follows the MPLS working path for recejvin a failtire 
notification associated with a failure : 

whereby data received at the data input port from the 
data source can be selectively routed from the second MPLS 
switching system to the third MPLS switching system bv a node 
at an origin of both the MPLS working nath and the MPLS 
protection path and upstream to the failure . 
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(Underlined enjphasis is added by the Applicants.) Independent Claims 6, 12 and 21 include similar 
limitations. Claims 5, 13-20. 22-29 directly or indirectly depend on independent Claims 4, 6, 12 and 21. 
Therefore, Cao does not render Claims 4-6 and 12-29 unpatentable under 33 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
Specifically, the Examiner states that: 



The above reference is from the Final Office Action mailed on September 25, 2006, p. 2-3. The 
Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner. In Claim 24, 'the path diat follows the working 
path" is the padi which is earlier recited in Claim 21: "a path that follows the working path". 

In view of the arguments set forth herein, it is respectfully submitted that the applicable rejections 
have been overcome. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that Claims 4-6 and 12-29 should be found 
in condition for allowance. 

If there are any additional charges, please charge them to our Deposit Account Number 500-654. 



Regarding claim 24, it is not clear what it n^ant by "the 
path that follows the working path mirrors the working path" as 
cited in the claiiiL Should it be the protection path mirrors the 
working path? 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: November 29, 2006 




Cheryl M. Fernandez 
Reg. No. 52,611 



Tellabs Operations, Inc, 
One Tellabs Center 
1415W.DiehlRd. MS 16 
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